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DETAILED ACTION 



Notice to Applicant 

1 . This communication is in response to the amendment filed 2/27/2006. Claims 1- 
14, and 19 continue pending. Claims 1-14 have been amended. The Applicant has 
canceled claims 15-18. Claim 19 is a new claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-14 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Luchs et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,831,526) in view of Lynch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,901,384 B2). 

A. As per claim 1 , Luchs et al. discloses a method for pricing and selling Family 

Protector Insurance (Luchs et al.; abstract). 

Amended claim 1 now recites "receiving a copy of court order relative to 
the purposed purchase of Family Protector Insurance". 
Luchs et al. fails to expressly teach the receiving a copy of court order , 
per se, since it appears that Luchs et al. is more directed to receiving 
information relative to the proposed purchase of Family Protector 
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Insurance or insurance (Luchs et al.; abstract and col. 3, lines 9-12 and 
25-29). However, this feature is well known in the art, as evidenced by 
Lynch et al. 

In particular, Lynch et al. discloses a receiving a copy of court order 
relative to the purposed purchase of Family Protector Insurance (Lynch et 
al.; col. 24, lines 40-44). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the receiving information relative to 
the proposed purchase of Family Protector Insurance with the receiving a 
copy of court order relative to the purposed purchase of Family Protector 
Insurance with the motivation of the offeror or insurer to determine the 
stipulations that apply to the customer (Lynch et al.; col. 24, lines 12-16). 
The rest of the claim 1 is rejected with the same reasons provided in the 
previous Office Action. 
B. As per claim 2, Luchs et al. and Lynch et al. disclose the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the step of receiving information includes receiving name (Luchs et al.; 
col. 3, lines 21-29) and social security number. 

Luchs et al. fails to teach to receive the social security number, per se, 
however, Luchs et al. teaches to obtain any information necessary in 
providing a policy and premium quotation (Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 17-29) 
such as driver's license number (Luchs et al.; table). 
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One having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would have 
found it an obvious that social security number is one of the information 
necessary in providing a policy and premium quotation. 

C. As per claim 3, Luchs et al. and Lynch et al. disclose the method of claim 1 . 

Luchs et al. fails to expressly teach the step of receiving a copy of a court 
order including receiving a copy of the court ordered divorce decree, per 
se, since it appears that Luchs et al. is more directed to obtain information 
such as insured's name, address and any other information necessary 
(Luchs et al.; col. 3, lines 25-29). However, this feature is well known in the 
art, as evidenced by Lynch et al. 

In particular, Lynch et al. discloses step of receiving a copy of a court 
order including receiving a copy of the court ordered divorce decree 
(Lynch et al.; col. 24, lines 40-44). 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the obtaining information such as 
insured's name, address and any other information necessary with 
requiring the customer to provide a copy of the divorce decree with the 
motivation of the offeror or insurer to determine the stipulations that apply 
to the customer (Lynch et al.; col. 24, lines 12-16). 

D. As per claim 4, Luchs et al. and Lynch et al. disclose the method of claim 1 . 

Luchs et al. fails to expressly teach to the step of receiving a copy of a 
court order including receiving a copy of the court order containing the 
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child support award, per se, since it appears that Luchs et al. is more 
directed to obtain information such as insured's name, address and any 
other information necessary (Luchs et al.; col.3, lines 25-29). However, 
this feature is well known in the art, as evidenced by Lynch et al. 
In particular, Lynch et al. discloses the step of receiving a copy of a court 
order including receiving a copy of the court order containing the child 
support award (Lynch et al.; col. 24, lines 40-44 and Lynch et al.; table 22). 
It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have combined the obtaining information such as 
insured's name, address and any other information necessary with step of 
receiving a copy of a court order including receiving a copy of the court 
order containing the child support award with the motivation of the offeror 
or insurer to determine the stipulations that apply to the customer (Lynch 
et al.; col. 24, lines 12-16). 
E. As per claim 5, Luchs et al. and Lynch et al. disclose the method of claim 1 , 
wherein the step of receiving a copy of a court order includes receiving a copy of 
the court ordered alimony award. 

The obviousness of modifying the teaching of Luchs et al to include 
receiving a copy of the court ordered alimony award (as taught by Lynch 
et al.) is as addressed above in the rejection of claim 4 and incorporated 
herein. 
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F. As per claim 19, Luchs et al. and Lynch et al. disclose a method for pricing 
and selling Family Protector Insurance comprising: 

i. Receiving a copy of a court ordered divorce decree; 

ii. Receiving a copy of a court ordered child support award; 

iii. Receiving a copy of a court ordered alimony award; 

These sections of this claim are rejected for the same reasons of 
the rejections of claims 3,4 and 5 respectively and incorporated 
herein. 

iv. Determining whether to issue Family Protector Insurance (Luchs et 
al.; col.3, lines 17-38); 

v. Determining the price of the Family Protector Insurance (Luchs et 
al.; col.3, lines 17-38); and 

vi. Determining the price and policy terms to the party interested in 
purchasing Family Protector Insurance (Luchs et al.; col.3, lines 17-38) 
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4. Claims 6-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over 
Luchs et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,831 ,526) in view of Lynch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,901 ,384 B2) for the same reasons set forth in the previous Office Action (Page 
numbers 3-4). Applicant's arguments with respect to the aforementioned rejection are 
addressed below in the section entitled "Response to Argument". 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments filed 2/27/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not deemed to be persuasive. Applicant's arguments will be addressed below in the 
order in which they appear. 

A. In response to Applicant's first argument, amended claim 1 , which now 
discloses "a method for pricing and selling Family Protector Insurance comprising 
receiving a copy of a court order " has been overcome by using reference Lynch 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,901 ,384). Therefore claims 1-14 and 19 are now 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Luchs et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 4,831 ,526) in view of Lynch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,901 ,384 B2). 

B. In response to Applicant's second argument, the Applicant is claiming that 
claim 2 is now allowable as a result of the amendment to Claim 1 , from which it 
depends. Examiner respectfully emphasizes that claim 1 through 14 and claim 19 
are now rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Luchs et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 4,831,526) in view of Lynch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,901 ,384 
B2). 



Application/Control Number: 09/903,918 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3626 

C. In response to Applicant's third argument, the Examiner respectfully 
emphasizes that the Lynch et al. reference is a continuation in part of the 
application of a patent, 6,823,319, which has a filing date of June 3, 2000 and 
this particular patent contains all the citations used for the rejection of this 
application (Lynch et al, US Patent No. 6,823,319; col. 17, lines 50-54 and tables 
1 1 , 13); therefore the reference is a prior art for this application. 

D. In response to Applicant's forth argument, the Applicant argues that the Lynch 
et al. reference discloses "a system and method for automated process of deal 
structuring, wherein the deal structuring disclosed is acquiring a loan", which is 
substantially different than acquiring Family Protector Insurance. The Examiner 
respectfully would like to point out that the Lynch et al. reference states on col. 2, 
lines 61-65 that "although certain examples of the present invention are 
discussed with specific reference to loans, it will be apparent to those skilled in 
the art that the present invention can be used for all deal types, including, but not 
limited to, insurance, for example". 

E. In response to Applicant's fifth argument, the Applicant argues that the Lynch 
et al. reference specifically states that a divorce decree would only need to be 
provided "if the customer is recently divorced" (Lynch et al.; col. 24, lines 40-45). 
Examiner respectfully would like to point out that, according to the specification of 
this application, on page 13, lines 11-12 and lines 17-19 states that "the 
transaction could be initiated at the time the divorce is finalized" has the same 
meaning of "requiring the customer to provide a copy of the divorce decree if the 
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customer is recently divorced", because it is still after the divorce and still at the 
time that the individual would need such a coverage. 

F. In response to Applicant's sixth argument, claims 6-14 are now rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Luchs et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
4,831,526) in view of Lynch et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,901,384 B2) because of 
claim 1 being amended and claims 1-14 are being dependent on claim 1. 

G. Claims 15-18 have been cancelled; therefore the Applicant is not arguing any 
limitations they provided in the first application. 

H. Claim 19 is a new claim and rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Luchs et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,831 ,526) in view of Lynch et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,901,384 B2) as described above. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

7. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dilek B. Cobanoglu whose telephone number is 571- 
272-8295. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

9. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

1 0. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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